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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover she t with the corresp ndence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 IVIONTH{S) FROIVI 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION, 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 



28)0 This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Clalm(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim{s) 1-16 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restricfion and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or bO objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-{d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

30 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (POT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Infonnation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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Art Unit: 3764 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Kazik. 

Broadly Kazik teaches an apparatus for physically-challenged person to receive vestibular 
motion. The chair has wheels therefore the chair can be moved in any desired movement 
including one that would induce vestibular motion therapy. The chair also has an adjustable 
torso support 38 and an adjustable headrest support 40. 

3. Claims 1, 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Hickman. Broadly Hickman teaches an apparatus for physically-challenged person to receive 
vestibular motion. The walking trainer has wheels therefore the trainer can be moved in any 
desired movement including one that would induce vestibular motion therapy. The trainer also 
has an adjustable torso support 40, 41, an adjustable headrest support 50, 51 and a lap belt 38, 
39. 

4. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Coleman. 

Broadly, Coleman teaches a wheelchair for enabling a person to receive vestibular motion. The 
wheelchair can be moved in any desired movement including one that would induce vestibular 
motion therapy. The wheelchair also has an adjustable seat attached to a base by spring 
mechanism 24. There is safety belt S for adjustably supporting the torso and hip for providing 
lateral support. The headrest 7c also is adjustable. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Suhre in view 
of Keropian. Suhre teaches an apparatus for physically-challenged person to receive vestibular 
motion. The chair has wheels therefore the chair can be moved in any desired movement 
including one that would induce vestibular motion therapy. Suhre teaches an adjustable torso 
support at 22 providing lateral support and an adjustable headrest and neck support 32. The 
torso supports 22 only provide a very limited degree of lateral support for the torso. It would 
only prevent specific lateral movement. The torso support of Keropian would provide much 
more restraining support for the torso. It would provide anterior and posterior movement 
restraint. It includes rotatable support arms 64, a pluraUty of vertically supported rods 20 with a 
plurality of locking screws in clamp 24, a pair of adjustable hand brackets 84 and a pair of hand 
pads 72. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Suhre to use the 
torso support as taught by Keropian as an obvious equivalent altemative means for restraining 
the person with much more support and restraint. 

7. Claims 1 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tomita et al. Broadly, Tomita teaches an apparatus for enabling a physically-challenged person 
to receive vestibular motion therapy while riding a carriage device comprising an adjustable 
torso support 1260 mounted on the carriage and a headrest support 1280. While Tomita appears 
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silent with regard to the adjustability of the headrest, providing an adjustable headrest to 
accommodate different sized users would have been an obvious provision to one of ordinary skill 
in the art. Regarding claims 6 and 7, details of the operation of the simulation device is well 
within the realm of the artisan of ordinary skill. Regarding claim 8, Tomita teaches that the 
appearance of the device can take any desired appearance. Simulating animals or cartoon 
characters is one of the conventional appearances used for these devices. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coleman in 
view of Sigafoo. Coleman teaches column 8 lines 57-60 that additional belts may be needed to 
help secure the person when moving from a sitting position to a standing position. Sigafoo 
teaches the convention of providing shoulder straps in addition to the hip support for helping 
secure the person in the wheelchair. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify Coleman to include additional straps such as shoulder straps as taught by Sigafoo 
to help secure the person within the wheelchair. 

9. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coleman in 
view of Keropian. Coleman teaches column 8 lines 57-60 that additional belts may be needed to 
help secure the person when moving from a sitting position to a standing position. Keropian 
teaches additional straps including a pair of support arms as noted above for adding support for 
the person within the wheelchair. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to modify Coleman to include additional straps such as the rotatable support arms and pair of 
pads as taught by Keropian to provide additional support for the person during transport and 
movement from a sitting position to a standing position. 
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10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coleman in 
view of Kornberg, Coleman already teaches that the headrest 7c is adjustable to acconraiodate a 
specific neck condition. The headrest appears to be merely height adjustable. The headrest of 
Komberg is also adjustable in the depth direction. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Coleman to include a headrest adjustment means as taught by Komberg 
to provide additional degrees of adjustability to the headrest to accommodate different neck 
conditions. 

11. Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coleman. Coleman teaches many different control panels for controlling the operation of the 
device. Any such details of operation if not inherent in Coleman would have been an obvious 
provision. 



ddd 

1 August, 2003 
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